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The Lower Merion School District has grown rapidly since 2008, gaining 1,848 students. In thefo%, MCPC conductid original
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factors driving the historical and future growth. These included a decline in the numbers aédazhdiosing private schbover public
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Philadelphia or other parts of the country.
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would start tapering down near the end of that period.
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FIGURE 1: Population of Lower Merion School District, 192020 X W}% po \Y v ]v §Z >DN Z e
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64,500 but not to a great degree.
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redevelopment has been
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average household size.
63,000 oo
x The forecast for 2020 indicates
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growing again from 2010.
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61500 2017) support this idea and
’ % § JVeSEM YIv «Z}u
1980 1990 2000 2010 2020 (projected) %}S vY 00C A sz (}&E
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not necessarily correlate with
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public enrollment.
FIGURE 2: Population Totals, 1992020
1990 2000 2010 2020 (Forecasted)
1980-1990|1980-1990 1990-2000{1990-2000 2000-2010j20002010 20102020120102020
Total Change | Percent Total Change | Percent Total Change | Percent Total Change | Percent
Lower Merion SD 62,281 | -1,844 -2.9% | 62,973 692 1.1% | 62,107 -866 -1.4% | 64,054 1,947 3.1%
Montgomery County | 678,111 | 34,740 5.4% | 748,987 | 70,876 10.5% | 799,874 | 50,887 6.8% | 840,934 | 41,060 5.1%
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FIGURE 3: Age Cohorts, Lower Merion School District, 192010
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schootage children or they are empty nesters. Some may
consider moving or downsizing with this change, which can
open up more opportunity for younger families to move into

the district.

The 25160 C & }o
represents the group most likely to give birth. This group
declined over the last three decades, but is now swinging up
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1990 2000 2010 2016
19801990 19902000 20002010f <Yu §
Age Cohort| Total Change | Total Change Total Change | (201216)
0-4 3,496 893 3,207 -289 3,251 44 3,269
5-17 8,871 -2,543 10,737 1,866 10,709 -28 10,599
1824 6,385 -1,480 5,491 -894 5,933 442 5,767
25-34 7,448 -678 6,639 -809 5,360 -1,279 5,720
3544 9.892 2,351 8,599 -1,293 7,448 -1,151 7,174
45-54 7,834 453 10,028 2,194 9,195 -833 8,731
55-64 6,546 -1,356 6,692 146 8,899 2,207 8,911
6574 6,189 -355 5,282 -907 5,391 109 6,672
75 and over 5,620 849 6,298 678 5.921 -377 5,682
Source: U.S. Census Bureau
X Theschool P %o} %o o Y }Al7-whenwsing the Census) x Tiio
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FIGURE 4: Number of Live Births in Lower Merion SD by School Calendar Year {Segt)
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FIGURE 5: Number of Live Births in
LMSD by School Calendar Year (Sept.

Source: Pennsylvania Department of Health

FIGURE 6: Montgomery County Live Births, Annually
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X
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School Year LMS
199798 632
199899 620
199900 623
200001 621
2001-02 660
200203 588
200304 568
200405 582
200506 604
200607 566
o . 2007-08 573
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classes six years later. 201011 569
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rate than most area districts and the 201314 569
county as a whole (Fig. 6). 201415 604
Recent birth data shows another 201516 51
decline in 201617, but the average 201617 37

over the last four years is greater than Source: Pennsylvania Department of Health
the preceding four year period. Birth Note: Totals from 20067 to 201312 have been
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All district birth data has been
calculated to match the school calendar
year (Sept—Aug.) for greater
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FIGURE 7: School District Enrollment by Grade Divisions, 26218
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Source: Lower Merion School District (enrollment as of the 10th day of each school year)

FIGURE 8: District Enrollment by Division, 20602018
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high period of growth, adding 1,708 students with a
24.6% increase.

dZ o EP +§ +}opus Jv E =+ Je Yoo 3 3Z o
school level, but we are now at the point where the

percent gains in middle and high school levels are larger

than the elementary level. The last three years have

seen growth in elementary schools subside, while the

middle school level has accelerated. The consistent and

robust growth of the youngest grades have now moved

into middle school grades and will be following into high

school.

S ES ]v %}]viU }vYvp PE}IASZ § PE
}JL v P]ve 8} «§ Jo]il + o0 PE 0 A o %o %
Z]PZ .PuE X dz ]o]3C 38} }vYvp PE}A]VF
Uu}@&@ 18 pos ¢Jv 8Z VSEGC PE * upesS | %o
larger and larger for this to happen. Note the KG and

1st grade class sizes in Figure 9 on the following page.

Total Number Changel Percent Change

Year K-12 from Previous Ye{ from Previous Yedr | Grade Kb Grade €8 Grade 912

200910 6,952 140 2.1% 3,039 1,614 2,299
201011 7,142 190 2.7% 3,140 1,660 2,342
201112 7,360 218 3.1% 3,286 1,728 2,346
201213 7,682 322 4.4% 3,399 1,808 2,475
201314 7,859 177 2.3% 3,508 1,866 2,485
201415 8,053 194 2.5% 3,659 1,874 2,520
201516 8,341 288 3.6% 3,830 1,843 2,668
201617 8,382 41 0.5% 3,779 1,933 2,670
201718 8,590 208 2.5% 3,839 2,061 2,690
201819 8,660 70 0.8% 3,804 2,132 2,724

Source: Lower Merion School District (enrollment as of the 10th day of each school year)
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FIGURE 9: School District Enrollment by Grade, 202918
Year K 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
200910 391 518 521 551 533 525 562 514 538 602 528 563 606
201011 411 528 539 544 571 547 549 584 527 584 620 547 591
201112 413 585 556 564 568 600 564 564 600 573 589 635 549
201213 438 602 614 572 580 593 630 593 585 656 579 601 639
201314 449 630 616 640 585 588 603 662 601 614 677 587 607
201415 454 621 658 660 660 606 610 604 660 642 610 671 597
201516 465 672 647 678 681 687 620 611 612 711 648 628 681
201617 402 661 687 659 680 690 693 626 614 661 725 645 639
201718 437 622 693 704 667 716 703 718 640 647 677 707 659
201819 440 643 646 693 715 667 715 705 712 664 668 683 709

Source: Lower Merion School District (enrollment as of the 10th day of each school year)
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FIGURE 10: Private School Enrollment According to U.S. Census Bureau
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Private Schog Percent in Private
Year Students School Dataset

Census 2000,
2000 4,174 38.7% Summary File 3
AU Rz E oY

2010* 3,762 37.6% 20062010
AU Az E oY

2016* 2,932 27.3% 20122016

* 5 Year Estimates from the ACS are an average of 3 years worth
of sampling data

FIGURE 11: Private School Enrollment According
to LMSD Bus Records

Private Schoo

School Year Students

20082009 3,240
20092010 3,078
20102011 2,914
20112012 2,854
20122013 2,758
20132014 2,674
20142015 2,719
20152016 2,604
20162017 2,591
20172018 2,516
20182019 2,440

Source: Lower Merion School District Bus Records
* Only recognizes private school students that opt for LMSD bus
transportation.
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has been a major factor in the growth of public school
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decline in private school students living in the distrct
both the U.S. Census and LMSD bus records show
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public enrollment grows.

x The growth in public school students combined with
diminishing private school students is not largely
associated with children switching from private to
public due to the economy or other factors. However,
Figure 12 shows that the number of new student
transfers from local private schools has gradually
increased since the posécession years.

X t Yoo u Jv3d ]Jv 8Z & % }% o0 @& u}A]JvP Jv§} :
D E]}v A]8Z 3Z ]Jvs vY}v }( VE}oo]VP Jv %ou
© }%0 %} 3} % E]A S + Z}}o 3§ PE 5§ E E
have in the past.

FIGURE 12: New Transfers into LMSD Coming From Private Schools

New Grade 22| Percent of Total
Students from| New Transfer
Year | Private School Students

201314 94 27.6%
201415 82 18.0%
201516 120 29.6%
201617 92 21.4%
201718 116 24.5%
201819 117 25.2%

Source: Lower Merion School District
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not available due to a lack of new homogenous development during the decade.

FIGURE 13: Average Number of School Aged Children by Housing Unit Type in 2010

Montgomery County X The study does not look at
Single Family Detache¢ “"]vPo & u]oC DpoY( uloC every home, only census
School Age Children per Household in blocks that have a single
A | < niBs 0.55 0.41 0.18 housing type are able to be
School Age Children per Household in characterized.
New Units 0.93 0.21 0.06

x Figures 1417 on the following
Lower Merion School District

_ pages show more detailed
Single Family Detache{ "JvPo & u]oC [ DpoY(uloC Jy(}Eu Y}v (}E upoY( u]oC

School Age Children per Household in

homes in the district.

A ] XUniBs 0.64 0.31 0.06**
School Age Children per Household in
New Units * NA NA NA

* There were no Census Blocks with new homogenous development in the LMSD fr#@120G® data is not available for new snit
** The 0.06 factor for schoedge children is based on 2010 data and presented here as a comparison to the countywide-Haaievsr,
that factor has increased since 2010. The analysis on page 12 shows that the rate is now arasintb@elstudents are carg from
older multifamily developments.

Source: Montgomery County Planning Commission

11



S}JA @ D EJ}v A Z}}o ]*5E] § VCE}olOWpditeN E}i Y}ve
T X ,}ue]vP —Wpadispf HousingDpoY( u]loC ,}ue]vP

x DW v oCl +3p v3 E }E »u s Z]vP &7 E ++ » }( 00 UMOX (TU)CEC UBEE } phos [EYX e v §Z
Xx dZ @E +posde Jv &]PUE id }v.Eu 3Z E o YA 0C 0}A «3u vS VUU*FHCWM CaSuSgi€Cuy & }Av
Vv eevY 00C }p o e]v TiiiX ,JA A GU E v3 }uvse «Z}A 3BSAZ B E|NHARE o Y ( u

of 0.09 to 0.1 students per unit. Student are more than twice as likely to be found in rentah@péstcompared to condogHg. 15)
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FIGURE 15: Students in Multifamily Units by Tenure in 201 School Year

X

FIGURE 14: Actual LMSD Data for All Existing Multifamily Develop-

ments with 20 Units or More
Tenure |LMSD Studen Units Student / Unit
Year |LMSD Studen Units Student / Unit Rental 425 3,287 0.129
200607 249 5,464 0.046 Condo 157 2,949 0.053
201011 204 0,492 0.955 FIGURE 16: Actual LMSD Data for All Existing Multifamily Developments
: u Xisti ultifami v
201415 451 5,492 0.082 i 1019 Urits 9 y P
201516 569 5,602 0.102
201617 586 5,956 0.098 Year [LMSD Studen Units Student / Unit
201718 614 5,956 0.103 201011 45 531 0.085
201819 582 6,236 0.093 2017-18 71 531 0.134
Note: Only includes public students and ratio is based on units, not households 201819 77 531 0.145
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based on the type of units being proposed.
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house more students in Lower Merion.
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FIGURE 17: Multifamily Development with 20 or More Units and LMSD Students in-201201516, 201617, 201718 and 201819
2018-19 2017-18 2016-17 2015-16 2010-11
Date [Students/ Student Student Student Student Student
Name Unit Type Street Address Units [ Built unit Count Count Count Count Count
Oak Hill/Tower at Oak Hill DuoY( u]JoC }YVOdkwood Dr, Oakwood Terr, Hagys Ford|FsB 1969 [0.07 53 62 60 54 21
Green Hill DpoVY( u]JoC }Y1001 City Avenue 543 1960 [0.07 39 30 32 31 13
Royal Athena DuoY( u]JoC Z [880 Righters Ferry Rd 275 2016 |0.11 29 42 3 NA NA
Maybrook DpoVY( ulJoC Z [8358ennRd 250 2017 |0.12 30 NA NA NA NA
191 Condominium DpuoVY( ulJoC }Vigi WE <] vY o oA 228 1963 |0.01 3 4 7 8 3
\Wynnewood Park Apartments DuoY( ulJoC Z [t50 & Wynnewood Rd 224 1945 [0.21 46 44 45 56 44
Thomas Wynne Apartments DuoY( u]JoC Z [260 d Wynnewood Ave 215 1950 [0.14 31 39 46 47 17
"ud©lv d EE DpuoVY( uloC }{6GBelmont Ave 172 1974 [0.01 1 1 1 2 0
Brynwood Apartments DuoY( u]JoC Z [250 & Wynnewood Rd 150 1950 [0.25 37 49 46 43 29
Palmer Seminary DuoY( u]JoC Z [t8Ed ancaster Ave 110 2015 ]0.13 14 22 18 14 NA
Corinthian DuoVY( u]JoC }Vigi WE <] vY o oA 108 2006 [0.02 2 1 2 5 6
Fairmont DuoY( u]oC }¥lConshohocken State Rd 100 1976 [0.00 0 0 0 0 0
Twelve Nineteen Condominium |[DpuoVY( u]loC }y1219 W Wynnewood Rd 96 1976 [0.00 0 0 0 1 2
Suburban Court Apartments DuoY( u]JoC Z [L%3 Gricket Ave 95 1926 [0.02 2 3 4 6 0
\Whitehall Apartments DuoY( u]JoC Z (%0 bancaster Ave 38 1926 [0.01 1 2 1 1 1
\Wynnewood House DuoY( u]J]oC Z (880 & Lancaster Ave 38 1956 [0.00 0 3 4 3 3
Oakwynne House Apartments DuoY( u]JoC Z [t209W Wynnewood Rd 84 1961 [0.05 4 4 3 4 1
\Wynnewood Plaza Condominium |Dpo Y ( uJoC }y346 E Lancaster Ave 83 1945 [0.01 1 1 5 7 3
Latch's Lane Condominiums DuoY( u]JoC }¥3OId Lancaster Rd 81 1948 [0.04 3 4 5 7 6
Conwyn Arms DuoY( u]JoC Z (830w Montgomery Ave 80 1954 [0.19 15 17 15 18 11
Montgomery Court DuoY( u]JoC Z [2%4 Brice Ave 73 1940 [0.19 14 16 19 20 13
Trianon Apartments DuoY( u]JoC Z [28 Gmnshohocken State Rd 73 1976 [0.00 0 1 0 1 0
Tedwyn Apartments DuoY( u]JoC Z [840 W Montgomery Ave 72 1959 [0.00 0 0 0 0 0
Benson House DuoY( u]JoC }y930 W Montgomery Ave 67 1977 [0.12 8 5 6 5 0
429 Apartments DuoY( u]JoC Z {4239 Montgomery Ave 66 1940 [0.17 11 13 13 4 3
The Mermont DuoY( u]JoC Z [986 W Montgomery Ave 66 1940 [0.00 0 0 0 0 0
\Wyndon Apartments DuoY( u]JoC Z [825 & Lancaster Ave 65 1948 [0.17 11 12 17 13 5
Montgomery Plaza DuoY( u]JoC Z [t20 & Montgomery Ave 64 1964 [0.09 6 13 15 13 4
101 Apartments DuoY( ulJoC Z [1&1 Mill Creek Rd 62 1963 [0.08 5 7 9 9 3
D CG}A & "«u E DpuoVY( uloC }{9Z2 W Montgomery Ave 62 1952 [0.10 6 4 3 4 0
Narberth Hall Apartments DuoY( u]JoC Z [880 bl Essex Ave 60 1929 [0.05 3 4 5 7 3
Saint George's Apartments DuoY( u]JoC Z [¢%9 Mill Creek Rd 60 1930 [0.08 5 3 4 11 1
Hampshires at Haverford Condos|Dpo Y ( uJoC }yl04 Woodside Rd 59 1939 [0.05 3 2 1 2 1
Llanfair House Apartments DuoY( u]JoC Z [t Ltanfair Rd 58 1966 [0.03 2 2 3 3 1
Mermont Plaza DuoY( u]JoC Z 981 Montgomery Ave 55 0.16 9 9 11 10 3
Grays Lane House DuoY( u]JoC }V¥100 Grays Lane & Montgomery Avenue |52 1975 [0.02 1 2 1 1 0
Dunfern Apartments DuoY( u]JoC Z [t@Montgomery Ave 50 1924 [0.10 5 7 4 6 2
The Greenhouse DuoY( u]JoC }¥13Rock Hill Rd 50 1976 [0.08 4 5 2 3 1
Hunter House DuoY( u]JoC }¥49 W Montgomery Ave 49 1967 [0.02 1 0 0 1 3
Merion Court Apartments DuoY( u]JoC Z %8 Montgomery Ave 49 1954 [0.37 18 22 14 16 9
Bryn Mawr Gables DuoY( u]JoC Z [886 W Montgomery Ave 48 1930 [0.00 0 0 0 0 0
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FIGURE 17 Continued: Multifamily Development with 20 or More Units and LMSD Students in-201201516, 201617, 201718 and 20189
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2018-19 2017-18 2016-17 2015-16 2010-11
Date [Students/ Student Student Student Student Student
Name Unit Type Street Address Units Built unit Count Count Count Count Count
One Montgomery Avenue DuoY( u]JoC Z [t¥antgomery Ave 46 1964 [0.17 38 12 11 10 10
The Square DpuoVY( ulJoC Z [L%0 8ibley Ave 46 2016 |0.22 10 6 5 NA NA
Lakeside Apartments DuoY( u]JoC Z [t%0 bakeside Rd 45 1975 [0.33 15 22 17 14 7
Argyle Court Apartments DuoY( u]JoC Z [126 érgyle Rd 44 1920 [0.09 4 1 2 2 2
Churchill Court DuoY( u]JoC }y237 W Montgomery Ave 42 1920 [0.05 2 2 1 4 0
Cynwyd Court DuoY( u]JoC }¥aConshohocken State Rd 38 1948 [0.24 9 9 10 7 0
Edgehill Court Apartments DuoY( u]JoC Z [250dd Lancaster Rd 37 1960 [0.19 7 9 9 5 2
101 Cheswold Lane CondominiufiBuo VY ( u]oC }V101 Cheswold Ln 33 1982 [0.00 0 0 0 0 0
Declan House DuoY( u]JoC Z [941d& Athens Ave 33 2016 |0.00 0 0 0 1 NA
Pennmount Apartments DuoY( u]JoC Z (84 W Montgomery Ave 32 1965 [0.19 6 6 6 7 2
\Wynmont DuoY( u]JoC }¥1334 Montgomery Ave 32 1960 [0.03 1 5 2 2 2
Merion Manor DuoY( u]JoC }y212 Idris Rd 31 1925 [0.03 1 2 4 3 0
Yorklynne Manor DuoY( u]JoC }VWI15 City Ave 31 1926 [0.26 8 8 6 10 7
100 St. Georges DuoY( u]JoC }V¥100 St. Georges 30 2017 ]0.00 0 NA NA NA NA
Cambridge Square DuoY( u]JoC }Y¥120 Sibley Ave 28 2007 |0.07 2 2 0 0 0
Hardie Apartments DuoY( ulJoC Z [t®akland Ter 28 1925 [0.04 1 1 2 1 0
Summit Court Apartments DuoY( u]JoC Z [t&1 SummitLn 28 1952 [0.61 17 14 12 7 7
Pennswood Condos DuoY( u]JoC }¥6G1L W Montgomery Ave 27 1960 [0.00 0 0 0 1 0
\Waterford Condos DuoY( u]JoC }V883 Lakeside Rd 27 1989 [0.07 2 0 0 0 0
Haverford Apartments DuoY( u]JoC Z (489 and 411 Lancaster Ave 26 1920 [0.00 0 1 6 0 0
Bryn Mawr Court DuoY( u]JoC Z (885w Montgomery Ave 25 1922 [0.00 0 0 0 0 0
Cricket Club DuoY( u]JoC }y103 W Montgomery Ave 25 1972 [0.00 0 0 2 2 0
(NONE) DpoVY( uloC Z 859 @Id Lancaster Rd 24 1960 [0.00 0 0 0 0 0
Ardmore Square Apartments DuoY( u]JoC Z [8%Edvlontgomery Ave 24 1965 [0.17 4 5 3 3 1
Beechwood Apartments DuoY( u]JoC Z [689-613 Conway Ave 24 1956 [0.08 2 1 1 0 1
Bernola Apartments DuoY( u]JoC Z M3 aZ]© vZ}us Wo 24 1900 [0.00 0 0 0 0 0
Breton Hall Apartments DuoY( u]JoC Z [t%7 bl Essex Ave 24 1961 [0.00 0 0 0 0 0
EE E3ZZ "8 YIv % (swoV§eu]oC Z [280 blaverford Ave 24 1929 [0.33 8 6 6 11 6
Sevilla Court DuoY( u]JoC Z (82 Cmnshohocken State Rd 24 1940 [0.42 10 6 9 9 6
Essex Manor Apartments DuoY( u]JoC Z [285 bl Essex Ave 23 1962 [0.00 0 0 0 0 0
Haverford Gables Apartments |DuoVY( u]loC Z [38%2 @ Montgomery Ave 23 1920 [0.17 4 5 7 3 3
Ardglen Apartments DuoY( u]JoC Z [t6 W Montgomery Ave 21 1962 [0.10 2 0 2 0 1
Coach House DuoY( u]JoC }¥100-108 N. Roberts Rd 21 1957 [0.05 1 1 1 0 0
Essex House DuoY( u]JoC }V236 N Essex Ave 21 1973 [0.14 3 0 0 0 0
Llanberris Apartments DuoY( u]JoC Z [t81 Gonshohocken State Rd 21 1950 [0.76 16 16 14 13 3
Tremaine Apartments DuoY( u]JoC Z [t5Mpntgomery Ave 21 1966 [0.24 5 7 9 3 7
La Chanterelle DuoY( u]JoC }¥14 Old Lancaster Rd 20 1982 [0.00 0 0 0 0 0
Llanalew Condos DuoY( u]JoC }V¥100 Llanalew Rd 20 1977 [0.15 3 6 4 5 0
Llanfair Court Apartments DuoY( u]JoC Z [260 & Montgomery Ave 20 1960 [0.30 6 4 4 4 3
Mansard House DuoY( u]JoC }y264 W Montgomery Ave 20 1972 [0.00 0 0 0 0 0
Merioneth Apartments DuoY( u]JoC Z [26 Montgomery Ave 20 1962 [0.10 2 2 2 1 2
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FIGURE 18: Impact of Housing Units Sold on Enrollment
Year of Housing Units Sold 2009 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
Number of Units Sold 658 976 901 886 948 1053
Incoming Students at Address of Units Sold 165 303 320 324 315 347
Outgoing Students at Address of Units Sold 125 222 314 350 183 293
ES$ Z VP ]Jv 2"3u vs8e (E}u "|o « +4A]5C +81 +6 - 26 + 132 +54
Note: While units sold include condos, no student activity, incoming or outgoing, was registaied ata
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varied quite a bit.
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FIGURE 19: Housing Units Built in the LMSD by Housing Type, 22087
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FIGURE 20: Housing Units Built by Elementary School Boundary Areas, 2013

ES School

Boundary 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 Total 1317
Belmont Hills 4 10 30
Cynwyd 276 281
Gladwyne 27 10 34 28 22 121
Merion 0 2 7 3 0 12
Penn Valley 40 5 49 288 383
Penn Wynne 13 9 112 2 2 138
Total 46 66 165 368 320

Source: Montgomery County Planning Commission
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FIGURE 21: Housing Units Built in the LMSD by Housing Type, 22037

[ | BELMONT HILLS

[ lcynwyD Type of Housing Unit Built
[ ] GLADWYNE
:] MERION . Multifamily Units ’

[ JPENNVALLEY @ Single Family Attached Units
[ JPENNWYNNE QO Single Family Detached Units
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FIGURE 22: Housing Units Proposed in the LMSD, 26@&17
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FIGURE 23: Timeline of Proposed Projects by Units x Figure 23, and the map on the following page (Figure
Es | Total | 2018 25), show the current proposals that have a strong ) )
Development Area| Units | (built)| 2019 | 2020 | 2021 | 2022 o]l o]Z}} }( u lJvP ]S S} }veSEU-I}V }A
Royal Athena*** cw | 318 159 | 159 G &<X d]Juo]ve & <YuS-«}v}IuE %
335 Righters Ferry** CwW 210 210 X &]PUE 160 E % E » vSe SZ ( S}E- pu- :
150 Monument Rd** cw 206 206 actual number of public school children that will result
10 Union Ave*** Ccw 112 112 (Elu §Z » % E}i X Yu Jv YIv }( lu
9,11 Union Ave,-8 Cynwyd Rd* Ccw 74 74 o} o}« EA Y}ve E pe 8} 8§ CEu]v 8§
121 City Avenue* CW 87 87 assigned to each development. Future development
206-216 Bala Ave,-8 N Highland Ave* |[CW 86 86 projects are expected to bring in 162 students.
0 . ~ 4 - . - N
ATV e Al Ll e v A ueviuoe v savze Ao
_ Z+ 0EE C} MEE |JvVE vVvsS C E-X
47-65 Cricket Ave* PV 7 7 impacts from future housing is already recognized in
39—41EMontg_omeryAve* PV 21 21 §Z % EIPE oe]}v E & « §Z § E e Jv
Coulter Ave MixedJse* PV 158 (AR model. Therefore, a trend of recent impacts from only
104-120 W Lancaster Ave* PW 35 35 quV( uloGC v © 7 ZIUe]VP % E}i &
24 Cricket Avenue* PW 110 110 (Elu §Z (USUE Z}Ip+]VvP Ju% 3&X dZ
6 Lancaster Ave (Palmer 2)*** PW 22 22 igedu vE 8§} 8Z u} o ]e 6T «3p vée L C
146-156 Cricket Ave (THs & twins)****PW 19 8 11 JUVYVP (JE EE v +X
424 Conway Ave (THs)*** BH 9 9
114 Eorest Ave* BH 56 56 x Page 43 has an expanded breakdown of schoolchildren
203 Haverford Ave* BH 16 16 added by developments.
100 Forest Ave* BH 8 8
FIGURE 24: Public School Children Impact Factors and Calculations
Varied Factors 2019 2020 2021 2022 Total
* = 0.06 children / unit 6.6 16.9 25.9 4.7 54.06
*+ = 0,10 children / unit 20.6 21.0 0 0 41.60
*+* = 0,13 children / unit 17.4 1.3 22.0 20.7 61.36
*xkx= (0,21 children / unit 1.9 0 0 0 1.89
*wreex = 0,31 children / unit 3.4 0 0 0 3.41
Total Public School Children 49.92 39.16 47.83 25.41 162.32
Au SE § DpoY(uloCl © Z dE v |A oR%60 vS /20%9 |5 22.59 22.59 90.36
EdWpgo] ~Z}}o Zlo E v 31 W3 Y1657 25.24 2.82 71.96
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